Ill 


i] u £ V V/ &*rh. 


V/hilj there was a good reason for it, we have neglected that pretty little girl 


too long. Let us noi/^eturnn to her and to Posner's affair with her, his absolute basis 

for his u '§iefi©d "closing the case)* as he put it* Later will be time enough to report 

what he had in hand anu what was free to him that he could ^ave copied and used from 

~ — /*u /^Wn i 

my files f ' tte^TIelmew about and did not want tliat came from and was aboutNosenko'fifild 
what said and what he knew* 


ViiftirJhLl Willis' 


s daughter 
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.on/ 

Fosner is a lawyer^ He should liave told his readers most of who /lack knowledge of 
the law and do not know what testimony really is wliat it is and vha*c makes it a superior 
and more trusthgftrhty spurce of information* Tcstimony/Ls wnat ls^svTom to and therefore 
is subject to prosecution if it is perjurious* It is in a preceding often presided over 
by a judge* Testimony is also subject to confrontation and to refutation* fenisb i 


Quoting what someone wrote about what someone else allegedly said is not yearly a^ 

x (Si Ayi Art kfiH . < H 4 -4 — - 

probative. The person quoted may or may not have said what~is quoted! flit her one . 

could have made a mistake or had a motive not to be truthful* ibid there are no penalties 

entailed for f^lse representation. l/ addition, wliaWosner said earlier in his^ book/' 

c[ ^ Kjm-i A/ 'A, At. 

ttinVte.'-tifmony va3"closar to the eventj(7 must be given 

groatoi* wight." While as most lawyers do when they are edversaries, Posner says what it 

suits his purpose to say one^lace and pays no attention at all to his $4ry own words 

di f L^^nt plaoe when that suits liis purposes, w 

xS ^a^ - w i ; a 1; he did I n -what wo ad c b rgs a ho re* 

Compare what lie said with what he did in what we here^dress* 


in a 


ft; 




■"wnT'Wr."* 



ggw about and cUd not waKtr iTr u m N o oonlco»qnd abuut -r ioue nko. 

Posnrr was either ignorant of '^^f </ publi3hed Warren Commission testimony 

r w 

he boasted about have studied so diligently or worse, he did not dare use it* 

He would also have discovered, as after more than 25 years I had forgotten, the 

c ih <dM wlf&YX ctwV — 

Commission dirFnot even"" 3ot no y- na m e straight* They ictuaDy have testimony t published 

^hi f'f'lA (jyUt Z*VA fCtil I AvofatSyf fe isty 1 j) LA 


under^ddDtra^naitte 


or a man^ sadistic with words^ 



iu*4/W 


in ^with^the others writing inyfthe field an<Prt!ig~^ 

to make 

^ Li 

himself look so much moro important and so well informed*^ 


Commidsion, it i3 not easy to believe that he would miss -^ft^^po^tunity to make / / y,/ 

Only four pages after he gets into his key to his "closing" the case with the 

v^is a lawyers principle but 

Willis girl he said, not for the first or the last time, what is 'quite true and/what 
lie did not practise with her and with qjrite a few others wtei^not abiding by his own and 

did 

oft-stated piinciple^fcfc liis need: 

"Testimony closer to the event must be given greater^SIght than changes or addi- 
tions made years later, when the witness's own memory is often muddied by television / 
programs, films, books, and discussions with others*" (Page 255) 

^ ^ Writing about those ^few Zapruder enhancements" for which he needed a timing is^py 

key, and "ifeaTwri ting without any source cited, making it a clear statement that he is 

writing about his own investigative derring-do, he wrote, as we have seen, that ".Aeginning 

o*> s . * 

at fPhme 160, a young girl in a red skirt and white top who was running along the left 

side of the Preci tent's car, down Elm Street, began turning to her right* 187, 

less than 1.5 seconds later, the enhancement clearly sflows she iPad stopped, twisted 

completely away from the motorcade, and was staring back at the School Book Depository. 

That little girl was ten-year-old Rosemary Willis. y It is here that he^haa^SIs^di version 

/ 

for which he used I-loore, that his unnamed "Some believe the~gsi* girl's reaction was 

because her father, fkil Willis, standing only u.10 feet away, told her to stmp and 

£orae back to him toward him." At this po int is his footnote 17, the one^te^ attributes 
Ci\J} J 1 #A* 

that nonsens^Ed "Interview with Jim Iloore, ilarch 9, 1992." 

Ll V 

i'liat— then follows feliis ilivurslOd and w&art also is^(tTie end or Posner^ 
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What follows Posner's Moore diversion cannot be attributed to Moore as its source 
because it £±3FT. ]^l-text 'S^efnis citation of Moore as his source in his Footnote 17» 

Ifi If lie sources what is next quoted, and notiiin# lias been omitted in direct 

— — - JjU q/ 

quotation ib of wli^t Posner 2 »et£. it must ve attributed to another sou^ce^. Wh&fc lie 


says next is: 




>: .* — t.r— .r-r • 


tv— • j. •> vj, ■> - .^7-5, J» 
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• on which his book i s based* 

This claim go es back to^fhat Bob Ijpomis, Random House's executive editor and vice- 
president told Publishers Weekly 's Robert Dahlin no later that April, 1993# before the 

'V — 

book's publication, rat-Loaet — our months bef or e i t. the issue dated May 3 

jahlj-n quotes Loomis as saying that Posner depended upon^’ computer and laser ij^hance- 

/ *v 

ments of the eyewitness Zapruder film." 

Following what is qu^ted^directly above, again nothing omitted in quotation, 
PcJsfe* again eUstracts^bii^what is basically unnecessary in the boik^&t is absolutely 
essential to what our Supersherlock is up to, using £e©tniites to pretend he As c it i n g 


all the sources he uses so that he can claim the work of another as his own personal 
discovery "e^tlie very’ basis of this book Ju. SL foy/ / 

* ' ’ - — • I 1 f twl t* *?V 


^ ie. rau 1. *»t te 

lias directly followiac^o^^ote 16^ ” 



"T ] ie Zapruder film i 3 the visual confirmation afl' that provudes the timing." 

He hasypo fyjetnote liej&^IIo then jj^ys-^jio tMne 'O^^ed,'^ ^lln^ha.t-eplit's econd , 
1 thought it was a firecaracker. But within maybe a-tfee-t tenth 


s guafts sa a a gunshot 


a sepond, I knew it was 
think I probably turned tp^loolfrtoward the noise, toward the 


B ook depository’." and then his Footnote^l /{ 'cJt^ Ji\a (rt^y 0-tnMK* U'ivT' 

The can be interpreted me;tniqfe^l ;pt th j. 'i foo t n eti* iipj.'lieo to— a 3-l ruiot^d s i n ce 

Mgu* w^U_ F* ofcfts- ^hi.. means tliat wliat is not in Ill s Fnntnte 

6 1 9 sourcene. represents himself as the source of . 

His fo/^t^19 is only eating of^s^s^ce for what he says after Footnote 


18. This includes 


timing," that y^ry 


^"Tho Zapruder film is the visual coj 
"of Posner's book. 


,tion that provides the 




2 1 


fro HfrtrtfrTtw hal-hfl here -w rit es ; to wha t-ps egMB&z prece des Footnote 17, is: 
"Howei^&r, when Rosemary Willis was asked wliy she had stopped running with the 

President’s car, she said, *1 stopped when I hoard the shot*' ." ^felea he has Footnote 18. 

. ^ tlfy ^ frchuJi 

By this hr: attribites the girJTs saying that the shot made her stop^ccan±™ih±Hg 


his 3ole use of his Footnote 18 s ource is to^ the ^i llisi: girl&s reason for stopping. 



Then Referring to her stopping, he follows, nothing- omitted in quotation, "The 
Zapruder film is the visual confirmation that provides the timing. He<has no indicated 
source for this. liis own personal and remarkable Perry liasonty. what he alleges 

Ju. d^cStyCAM^ Ji3 , c m k'yj 


the enhancement- and only the e nliancement er re f.U 4 er ^^ulihjl \i uly throughou t all 


Qf-U i i s -ai id -4au c :.u-el4 ev/}iere merma find p roven # 


He thenjias what is basically irreieavnt a .a givfes him the excuse for another" 
footnote tliat indicates he is careful to credit all others with tlieir ov/n work but 
what also can have bemused to support what he says about wheiiJbhat'^ shot was 
fired, and for this his source is indie te^lJd^oo^ote 19 at the end of the quotation: 

— .-"'In that first split^actJnS^I t.jought it was a forecracker. But within maybe 
one thonth of a £oe6nd, I knev/ it was'^pnflire. . . . (his elision) I think I probably 
tu raed^fetQ.ook toward th e noise, toward theKBoolc Depository • " 

indicates no poprci^otS a - "enhanced film" for the next half 

l M * ^ ** /tiyiflfj 1 1.- k i s t Ifr/H ? 

s jzo saying that) the first shot , L lri i i^^t^Zapruder Frame~T6^iissed. 

he soys means tliat and, falsely 

and without citation of the page an volume, ^a^s that besides the girl and the 

first family, "Governor Connally's recollection and actions confirm a shot was fired before 

\ 

fffcune 166." I know that ts^testimolly he does not cite and the one citation of Connal.y’s 


He goos through motions by the President and his.w 


testimony relating to frame q/fid\cannot use is when tkzxxk connally himself was shot. 
Posner cannot cite that Because Conhally 
that he was shot later tlian Posner be 

Posner then [quotes Connally on looking over hisNcight should er when he heard what 


was firm in his testimgnjp and in his belief 

(v Commission Volunii'YS, page 159, for example.) 
book upon, GrafflailytszmrazaraKEiifflK tiroixffng nrn 


,-V«-| TO 




He then r^Tfers to motions by the President and his wife to which he attributes 
liis oi/n interpretation and meaning to make them moan what they do nit mead, tliat they are 

jwdxfc 

reacting to tliat missed./^sbot at ^rame 162# lie then says that besides tho girl and the 
first f rhJLy, "Governor Connelly 1 3 recollections and actions confirm a shot was fired 
bef ore / frame this he cites Tib^lxalix page numbers I 


iestimonji^ 

There is no such "confirmation," There is no such testimony, Posner makes it up, 

.4/ ^ he was firm in saying thertr 

Ulien Connally testified in i?rilj£{iorihsip to jsxe ffame mMj^r3niS~~T3^d'^ he 

was shot later than Posner says he was, as in Volume IV, at page 1 39* 

hemembor, Connally was alive for long after Posner was down in Texas working on 

liia book, Posner boasts of more than 200 interviews, Ai e did not interview Connally, 

Instead he inveZ/ts what he wants to have believed and he attributes that to the since- 

died Connally, 

After tills tricky deal Posner quotes ^onnally as saying he was looking over his 
right shoulder when he heard wliat 


■jgggy -tl 

Posner indicates no source other than whatnepaw in tliat "enhanneed film" for 
inext half- -page devotes. to saying that this is ffow he timed tlie first shot at 

" r 

Zapruder Frame 162. /He says it missed,J 






it 


y> 


he immediately identified as a rifle shot. Planer' s citation of that testimony is to 

Ppges 123-5, earlier in the cConnally testimony/ L rfU 1 ^ j 

. supposed 

It is important to remember that in Posner 1 sT^^ablishing of the time of what he 
claims vzas the first shot, the shot he 3ays missed, all ha has attributed to anyone 
olse is when the Willis girl stopped running. 

Now for the truth. 

‘V 

Footnote 18 reads T David Lui, 'The Little^ Girl Husy Have Heard,' Th DfrLiy Tynes 
Herald , J Uhe 3» 1979» H-3." ** 

;ed k^tlis box that paper""went out 


of business 


i. i^t 


rthe 


L^ig before Posner started l^tlds boh tnat paper^ / 

remote possibility *iyone wanted to che.K^e5Un-e Httle girl ho aring-g omethin^ whan- 

“Sibw th n.n g irl 


pU r Aii^o JL v e d 

hiijrd- shots, /thef e~is ~no~ W/spaper library to consult. And how many people eutside of 1/ 

^ oikt* 

Dallas have any reason to clip Dallas papers?yhooe de«ft-4iw*e Ponner portrays as less 
than depenable sources. 

— * And who ever heard of David Lui?. He is not mentionedin any of the p*-. assassination 
book which ^ know. 

But it happens I do remember David ±n± Lui . Friends from New Yory City to Cali- 
ythat stora^ 

f n~Vni a sent me copies of^Swi^ stories from three other>pSpers. It is not a Dallas 
r r-impc 1 -T;p-rnlfi story. It was syndicated by,- the Los Angeles Tjpr.Qa.Tho New Yorker who sent me 
the story as it appared in the Boston G loie rwrote on the back.Srfor laughs.£t a lso have 
copte so it app 1 '’.red in the Washington Star and the San x r^ncisco CIironj.cle.They were not 
all used the s$me & r day. Some were shortened. 

LMt ^ 

-*- b the When die- wrote liio story in 1979 ^a. was at Brown University, Providence, 

Rhode Island. When he was 15 years old and a sltulent in Beverly Hills High School, rasar 
he undertook an extra-credit project on the JFK assassination. He had a bocjLeg copy of 
the dapruder film. iTnne of them were very clear. He*Se%er as / able to buy a set 


of the Commission's twenty-six volumes. Here is how iars— ertr he began his story: 

. 

"I sat watching the silent Zaprude,- film f or'abnKtxttas:^ must have been the 50th time 
tliat night. Suddenly, this time I saw something that startled me: a young girl running 






to keep pace with the presidential limousine stopped abruptly and turned toward the 
Texas School Book Depository - too early in the film - befoife any shots wefe supposed to 

4 

havo been fired." 

\vfui? / V* , 

In the Boston Globe the^Story ranTjross the top* of two pages, close to a full page 
-p _ kjc rt> cA+b-J sua oMxuTT flu 

in all. hat is almost at the end tiiat~T^u3^^ ho Itt lc i 1 ,aked ii e r ^M~~she-res 

SUbAL 

rec on4 - ed |^tnat she^as running with the car and stopped when she hoard a sh^yt. 

What this makes clear is that Posner attempted to cov:r Ids thievery- from a kid at 
that -o f of what Posia? attributeu^ttAlivanced computer enhancement HEdbcpmnitae he says 
made it all possible! j?y cr^dtingN^wIti^he well-known fact tliat Rosemary had been 
running along tho south side of Elm Street* He credited hxL with nothing else. 


:$ually claims^/; 


What Posner aci 


credited .©» "enhancement" J 



was not possible to observe until he got all that un- 
y o oo an d- s po nsor of whic h-£e- not in hiot hia r e c ount - 


b t rb - 4 kid couixL s e o t a" rather 


p w ry o ao an a- sp o ns o r oi wm.ch -ae- 
xCZcsUaix, uZoi, Kta ua cU ifjA oa^/ 


\ AAAV^ urv* ’W) Wl >; / i 

i rather poor copy "of the /Sapruder film# *7 /nsfri.! ^ ^ / , 

*4 sly- K*? fctunsti TM****#- 


Ifi/hwit. ^ _ „ , 

And-d id* ted r e p o rted it * And Posner stole it.^Andthis theft is the basis of Posner's 

claim to his great achievement^ in his book taat allegedly closes the easel 

4 seems to me to^Sye~open up a Posner4s case . 

■ that Posner became the darling of the major TaSift-nedia and received 

all those highr-flown credits from bag-name personalities who should have learned not to 

tJce a book \w H:s author's o)r publisher** representation before vesting their reputations 

for unot5Jrting^^yetatdLQn*^^-^theft , and a fake? A theft from a kid! And all that fakery 

of only tlds advance "enliancement" making it all possible! 

What is left? Only th4 fctt theories jfibsner says he eshews and condemns in others! 

>/ £ yU'd# ''O* utva- /Kr rtftYvV? -j ^ tC\v\ | n / P^U as l^Urtj 

What else” he“Iias on the assassination is no tiling J and it is not new in any event* iUkL 

i?t is not fact* JLt is~fe s- b elief . His only allegedly factual basis was that "enhancement*" 


The only apparent alma enhancements were of Posner and $>f Random House* 

They had the TVn nets fighting to get at whvt was only phony baloney and with the 
other attention they all have the epuntry agog - over^fiction taken from the childhood 
work of cnJfcd. on yuWitdl (ruffs 


buL lt^^nretL^ ill by any moa n&l 


• - "r? run - '^mv’rvK'r «. r ' r ■'rw'y~ ,r \ 


7? 


jiff 


If this is not scandalous enough, there is more, more that makes "scandalous 11 

? yT i / / 

into a praise* /i / 

QtUlML' 1 - 

Throughout Posner brags up His diligent andV^clusive scholarship. He is king of 

xJ$- 

the heap anu he knows it all. From his endless self-praise^ of his Inclusive scholar- 

‘ 1 

ship it is oiibvmous that he had to know about what he suppressed from his book and 

Q 

*y < 

1 


, . , ihj'UL '~n 

>.rom ms readers. X- t would be - m or e procioo/ to limit tiiis -suppressions by omissions 


of what he had to know. 

He actually to have read all of the Commission 1 s twenty— six volumes but in 

^ 

fact he h :d so little -mow ledge of them he cit^y thorn as used by otners and he e 


caid^ 


other tilings that are notirue. Thio, of course ,rtdses questions all over again of where 
ho got what he could not possibly have done for himself » how he could have read what 
exceeds thc^fcapability of the speediest of speed readers if iks qc he did nothing else 

r 

Jn the time he had for liis book, like travelling and conducting all those Jiroudly 
-fas* ^ YUAntiruJ! • ft a <+eiA. a 


in those volumes b 


. . 

list' 'interviews . 

In fact, he (jLnderstatod the number of words in those volumes by ten times, let 

— - i 

at the s me point he claims lie read them. 

Withal condemning those with whom he disagios. He uses his assault on Sylvia keagheic* 
an assault that would have been hazardous were she still alive to repond, artic^^e^ 1 ^ 
and pfssiona& woman that she was j to boast about himself and the magnitude of the work 
hi? po^f esses to have done alone and unassisted. 


t 


In the course of his attempted literary . ssassination of her (on Page 419) he is 
critical of her index, the only one available* Jfcf this he actually said that "the (Commis- 
sion ) volumes origainally had only a name index...." 

J^FJjSe, glaringly false! 

u nly the testimony lias an index ; and it is a name index. But the even greater volume 
of pages ih the appendix do not liavo^he "name" index this most pre-eminent of subject 




0*4 . 


scholars isaafi pk they have, aa it is with them,±h 2 ct^ and them alone, in Ms words that "foe 

j 

lack of any index-other than keagher's of course -makes "it almost impossible to work (in) 

it 

effectively. 


Vvl- V** V 










WRWrtKWW Nt 


oK 


Ctfhat ne deems it not necessary to quo^e^w-iat ^eagher said he^enplanatory note, 


her purpose, that she ‘'hoped 11 her index "will enable scholars to test the assertions 
and conclusions in the Warren Report against their independent judgement...." T&e 
massive Warren Report idexhaustively noted to its claimed source^ and it is written to 
convict Oswald* That, in Posner* s concept of true scholarhip, is fine* T^at it r .as care- 
ful^ not to cite and thus not to direct attention to what contradicted its conclusions 

or its interpretations of evidence, that also ho regards as fine* But for someone to 
j >*044 h rfhtti (viuf te 

" provide h a uhternarlf^Iiau it simply tenable! What makes Ileagher " a ctamited leftist" 

A 

is being accurate inlaying in advance exactly what would be said of Oswald when he was 
arrested and when it was learned that he had a Russian wife* He makes it plain that any 
complaint about the politico of the writer being reflected in the book depends on the 


writer's politics* If it is leaved-loaded on the conservative side, with that view, as 
his boek is, that i3 the way it should be* But id it is whatever he may mean by "her 
politics are clear throughout the book," her politics not being his politics, that is 
""very, very wrong. What an?4is political complaints agains iA eagher and her writing? 

Such things as, his words, "she charged that large numbers of the Dallas police force were 
members of ^right -wing extremist organisations* ..."(Page 419) -s Posner on this placet 


or did he just get carried awqy with _ 
in tSe Hea ghu ^sicitlier exaggerat 


M. t. gj 

gif y and /£hi§ only true belief? It is beyond question 


that in tSe Ilea g hcrfs . d ther exaggerated nor erred and it has for all thse these many jp 

years been anytliing "bj/t secret* and when it comes to Posner’s complaint (all on the same 
-3*4^ i 

page, 19^ her index reflects her bt>as that Osawld was innocent," hoi/ is that any more 

biased than Posner* ^bjeinning with tiaci assumoti^"(ai^^^his book systematjjfcdijr pretend- 

that what tended to^ulpate Oswald that ^agher did indexT Bnoughjfc illustrations- cjfr from 

all, he provides tliat many - of his biases against Oswald and for the government and its 

official mythology vd^ll follow* There as, however , this difference: Posner's) binesty and 

_ yn c/y^-uAu^.jA lu* jfr ^ 

^ adogee d* B&c he* makes it 'clear^T^oi^yUii^ t 


integrity will 
A. gander, but nothing 


T kt ^ 

thing ?/C<misliil:e3 i 


and everything is right for 
sll^zea is go d for the goose*) 




4®* 
3 s>S 




Mr* 

where does he get off complaining about the alleged bias of anygpne else in 
an Jt index when he uses his*" jincLx not only to reflect his p o.iit £ &lp olj^itical biases 
but even to argue. 

With liis clai... that liis book holds new biographical information about Oswald /d»ee 
he index Oswald’s politics, as important as they are? No. Does he have anywhere in -ds 

v-v ‘ — 

index what Oswald said about the USSR or about the American Conumioist ^arty^ N&* 

, 

But he does have a listing under Oswald for U.S. , denounced hy. lie also in his 

index sug ests what Oswald vas not with his Iistingr’ , anar'Chist qahavior. 11 

v :> 2j#kt> cJrru t (f-v^TiCs) j 

n e did not have to do any research to baa mbe c a use ~~ l published tiiat in Whitewash , 
my first book, where I do have a "politics 1 * list lixg under Oswald, ultL many pages 
given. For acample, on page 122," Oswald’s hatred of the Communist **arty and the Soviet 
Union exude from 1 50 consecutive pages of his notes.... in Exhibit 97 (of Volume 16^ pages 

283-341 he rages, ’TAe. Connunist ^arty of the United St te$ has betrayed itself r^^Sd^also 

{mH $ ifyft nm M* UfC ^ 

wrtffce that had betrayed the working class and of the SgA&et leaders, he as± cas t i gated 

A* 


theifl / "fat, stinking politicains./ These kind of views expressed 30 extensively in such 
voluminous writings for a man so lacking in formal education are not worthy of indexing? 
x t is fact, less than honest to refuse to index them?<£> 

It- is al so— l e ss -t han honest t o criticis e" anyone else T5r~-»dexi £L°: wi th this his- 
Ijf Posner ha# and interest at all in a scholarly study of Oswald’s writings for 
per crcrrxsI^ecOrd • 

liis sup josed definitive biography and had mentioned it to me I would have directed him 


to a file drawer of copied of his writings of which years ago I made duplicate 

copies a ns filed then all a^o in one place for just such a scholarly interest, someoa 

vfi *s ott 

want/to nzJy^n rwoThidy of wliat Oswald wrote, not what liacks and hired pens 


^ Vn/ 

wou ld say of wha t heVrote. 

In Posner’s claim to have read and indexed those massive twenty-six volumes of 
those ten million words 
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-iiai a V^feir Willis girl t estified , and with all he said about the superiority 
of testimony closer to the tine of the event, Posner makes no mention of this official 
testimony before the Warren Commissi on* j^his is hot/ Iris book can be as "definitive 11 as 
boasted: it find, the hearsay of a decade and a half later to be so much suoerior to 

Jo 

fi^st-perco n, contemporaneous eye-witness testimony yc makes no mention at all of what 

r t La e r 3 ays is superior, testimony closer to the event, ainda LKay, the fiftcnn-year-old 

(7H498-9) y 

Willie girl/eye-vd-tness vrho dir^es’Cifj/is a non-erson in Posner's definitve book ao 


higlily praised because "it answers all questions 






tfljsro did that "oiaginally" come for, pre\ZeimLnont scholar? They still have not 
teen indexed by th government* /vvu^Jc a^q 

3L£te^jgc^gi3g±a ^±m^^in a3 £h^ ±ig:aizfl^5ss2g2^2sSiB£idai^Aggat±gg 
Tlie balance of his line paSftlS quoted above on the difficulty of worldLng in the Cam- 
mis cions' s volumes gives their word counts “more than 1 million words." tod here he 
has a note on the at the bo^tton of the page* 

The official estimate of the number of words in those volume £jis not one milliom- 

it iS ten ril?dLon. > Ok hno 

* 

^ itte footnote cooping Meagher all over again, true gentleman that he is, say lie 

.fluKic /\rr£t* J WJ* ; 

read aETjten million words and he in addition indexed them because he found hers f 

t j r 

f ? o is ifik 1 ‘biased • From the man who write this book that is an appropriate 
criticism? His is thrr-seiBP 


L, openly biased / - os. aA +db e > dio^ bii C gfe eT in favor of the 

ji 

o, unable to use hers, he "made a new card index." In additional 
to all ho claims to liave done tliat- tje^ ooid.il not p o s sib le / - havo — donn Vm nl_a r> indexed 
tne millions worded ? 

Hernias , fa he pontificates T^reTIegts 

her biaa_.th at_ Oswald was innocent*" atod Aside from his imMririftn h-ing Oswald 

was ^idlt i^who^iOGdea: luoro tran the Coi ns. a ' H.011 o - own citations, — by volume 'pg 8 


number , jLnJiiaJjaek-nif^^ tcT find the allegedly incriminating evidence? 

dll hw iiu L roan, thett — C apra t~' , pi thoi* ^ but u owc-in what he n nuu frnp • I/ c rnn ^ r\Q~i~.Vip>-p 

^0 M 




^ia-nne nf to 


^any claims^ tA—hnvn c n^ omrasso ^j^ — th- al 1 there 


TOuroe? 

^t is 

Jtheuyifr 

Is ^fco-ene e m p ago e nd to have ouch now information t o light leave"lTwithout 

1 

3rt* his claim is to complete knowledge ox the Commission s volume^ 
r 3?eadi2im ^hgg^ ■Trrfoym f^hpn* 

How, then can this devote" of original sources explain his usin using as his 

own work, no les3 -Young h u±' s kLs - own? How coiuIL he quote -fr^h 1 ^ 7 ^ ? nhi-,Vo- 

ALtZs ^ r| 

TKBK op Vila utterly neainglesJ to the int rview of SSETSo semary Willis by 

^a±c^s ^nith-Durk, vritliout reference to hero it is or can be seen? A UtA 

0 


O/WK cU&a 

y..la=a aKLj who- i ' 1 ::* ! prate, quoted above (fro'Hi page 235) that "testimony closer to the 
event must be gLveis) greater weight" because with the pas ing of years recollections are 
influenced and chance. (Asti hfe aiit&t neither Cui'3 article or onith^Durk' s interview 
is "testimony.") 

^hil and Marilyn Willis had two daughters. Both were at the scene of the •ggeccrime 

with botli^parents and both saw the 5/jpact of bullets, asr did th e l^ mcthe r. As r hil, with 

c t yym 

.:hom I liad a friendly relationship andedianged phone calls and letters toldft-em ? - ^icb -l 

C\s U f)u * rZ A. 

Wesley Liebeler, the Commission's counsel who deposed Linda Kay Willis, the - .rone 

v t _ _ 

r^Lrl . * ' . ft is -a ado oonfuoiiiil b i ll 1 1 in- fcy^ j|rr^ai^Hsfr^ro > r ^ v - li- " only tryfrimony that Po a e ner 


} * n ^ T r^rrinTTr f y a*:— L n v tn f r1 >r v , \ x* n ha th . nln cr girl 

th^a-4 5, t o teli the truth. (f/ul Umc Vll, ]foges ~498=9) 

It simply is not possible that tills man who read and indexed every- w or d fS clid 

j / yl/l J f ^ "1 H J / 

know of Linda Katf£s w swore te 


11L-. .O i.iCUl «1» VUU WX J <r-T. V.U1.U 

^ //det, !^lLStZCy\UL -/Wa-fH' 

testimony* trrr^kxii'd^tha t bp said "must -be. / 



little^ 

testified - under oath - "Yes; I heard one. Then there was" aXJ5it of time, and then there 
were two real ffa.t bullets together. When the first one liit, well, the President turned 
from waving to the people, and he grabbed his throat, and lie kind of slumped forward 
and then"— and thi.. requires close attention!^ "I couldn’t tell where the second shot 
Lfcbnt. " 


W Ji c u 

ttksraxsBTO 


She said it was the second shot that mi 


c XsUti 

was looking at listening: ? 


kAju\ MtMurfe 


f\U4 Lt ^*1 AM hrofa UsL{i 

was she? 






"I was righ^in line with the sign (that said* Stemmons Preeway) and the car and 

I wasn't very far away, but I couldn’t toll where the shot came from." 

Like Rosemary, she also "followed alonrij the street with the car." 

^ 

Sure you dijdn t 3ee Idnda/^ay “enhanced^ "^Gerald Posner? 

Shc^tes tided that she "saw the President get hit in the head," too. "Actually?" 
liebeler asked and she again^ said, "Y 03 ." H^/estimate her /distance from the Presi- 
dent Liebeler translated into about twenty-feet. 
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Liebeler kept idnda Kay's testinony brief. He could have asked her more questions 
about the shooting and how she saw the victims react, for Sample. But neither he nor 
Posner wanted that. 

Like Liebeler, Posner could have spoken to Mrs • Marilyn Willis* She was right 
tiier e, near her girls, also looking at the President when the shots hit him* »iould not 
one ordinarily believe that an older and more experienced person would be a better wit- 
ness than a child Unless, of course, the child is "enhjicifeblo)? 

From what Phil Willis told me and I have in a memo7 kar±± the testimony on the 
shooting that his wife and older daughter would have given was that the President’s 
fatal wound was from the front. 

The testimony of either would have presented an impossible situation to the 
Comrission as it would have to Posner, for the dame ^reason to both* It would, if not 


JU**' 

ignored, have made impossible the JLa5$-a3sassin preconception of the Warren Commission 

and of Posner* 3 preconceived snah. book that so ^definitively" and all those other many 

encomiums says there was only the one assassin, Oswald* 

Pjth, 

^e-coulu not simultaneously have shot from both sides* 

(?or those who dpubt there was this official preconcpetion of a lone assassin, 

proof of it is throughout my published book. 4f I cite in particular the Introduction 
n h NU' 

to Po 3 t Mortem . Conclusions First* Being prepared for publication as I rite this is 


unquestionable official documentation of it in iCT/HM AGMUI ! That book begins with this 


official documentation from the 


highest of places in the government 


A 






■<y 






„ *. Idebeler repeated the' «-*„ 9 nesti ( »o ste ^ th ^a. 

jU w if aT' 1 '/ S!l0t Si Q llciir kkat 3ile Hd not see ii: pac^fl/ld nu Pr^n^i l4^p 

Poanerenhe^and indexed 2 £|feH.i i L , obvioualy *he. tea to 

ta ” “' **'“ - 13 *»** — “.ha a- *» that it refutea 

^ concoction of^a no. aa*.-offioial r*thol«y andS^fe^* ^ticn 0 , ter 
sworn testimony* --2 

toed ■■«**« core be said of Poaner d hie beok than he caya for hinaolf in the 
for gping? 

deed anytMr* noro be acid anout the eublished-not h*i«r 
retied l'here could not nave been an authentic one aithout «y knowledge. 

“ *** «* *»* * *“= - — . -» -S-ote *, 

th.ee gloviag/endooeonente? tfcne „ho plu^d tll « ^ ^ ^ 

reviews, clowinj news stories? 

i-5 Is there ^yone whose trust -as not imposed upon? 
rl Computer e hancements, 11 huh? 

Isn't that hof Steven Spielberg brought dinosaurs back? 


Because the little understood throat of my writing ia tint JntteTi^rtflSSSl 
“* and avWne than all tin institution of our society failed end have continued to 
fall since thenN^ beok MS AGAffi! beuing prepared for publication aa 1 edit, this 
t reprint infomntiiXhroudht to light in earlier bootabsoW Sat infonuatioo «rs 

*“ fr °° ”“ V reXlyavailable t^r^^i. institutions, the oedia. I 

do that once aain no. because met infection. I knee becauae be got 

it from me personally* 

Posner makes deal of his intorvi^of ITosenko. He does hot tell the reader 

t!at th ° CIA d0li,ffired H08enko t0 hin ' naturan^ut he protends that in his interview 
he did loam from Nosenko what was not already publ^Wiodge. That is not true, there 

io nothing of any importance he reports getting from Hos^if ho got anythigg at all. 


